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has improved very much of late years, and of the
credit for this state' of things the School may well
claim its share. The men it turns out are, indeed,
said to be superior in calibre to the average of those
who go into the home civil service in France. On
the other hand, I have heard a critic, most unquestion-
ably competent, say that the School suffers, like the
whole French system of education, from too much
specialization, that its tendency is too bureaucratic,
and that it is likely to produce good functionaries,
but poor administrators, men who will not find for
themselves the solution of new problems.
Criticisms by M. Boutmy
The most elaborate criticism of the School that I
have seen is that of M. Boutmy, the eminent Director
of the Ecole Libre des Sciences Politiques, in a little
book entitled " Le recrutement des administrateurs
coloniaux." This was published in 1895, and some
of the things he complained of have since been
changed in accordance with his views; but he ob-
jected also to the whole principle of the School,
and proposed a plan for the selection and training
of colonial officials, which resembled in many points
the scheme drawn up by the recent Commission in
Holland. No part of this has of course been adopted.
M. Boutmy's criticisms may be summed up in two
main objections to the nature of the School; namely,
to its bureaucratic tendency, and to its monopoly, or
approximate monopoly, of the supply of colonial offi-